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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-11, and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stack '070. 

Stack discloses requesting a term of offer related to a single item; obtaining the 
requested term of offer for the item from a product provider (i.e. competitor); displaying 
the term of offer (i.e., competitor's price); adjusting a second term of offer (i.e., 
decreasing item price) from a host provider; presenting new item price. (See Col. 2, line 
61 - Col. 3, line 8) 

Stack lacks the teaching of presenting the requested term of offer and the 
adjusted second term of offer after adjusting a second term of offer. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Stack to present both the requested term of offer and the adjusted 
second term of offer after adjusting the second term of offer, in order to provide the user 
with a screen having both offers to double check that the adjusted price is what he/she 
wants, and then to be able to print both offers on a single sheet of paper. 
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Re claim 1 0: Stack teach the limitations of the claim except the step of adjusting 
the second term of offer for the item comprising determining if the host provider itself 
offers the item. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Hager et al. to have the step of adjusting the second term of offer for 
the item comprise determining if the host provider itself offers the item, as it is obvious 
for a service company to check its own resources before seeking others to provide the 
service, in order to maximize profits. 

Re claim 2-9, 1 1 , and 13-15: Stack teaches or renders the limitations obvious. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stack in 
view of Trubey et al. '930. 

Stack disclose the limitations of the claim except varying the second term of offer 
to include a price margin for the host provider. 

Trubey et al. teach that it is common for host sites to receive a "commission or 
referral fee" (See paragraph [0008]) for helping buyers find products on the Internet. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Stack to have the second term of offer include a price margin for the 
host provider, in view of Trubey et al., in order to pay the host provider for its value 
added service. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to all claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to F. Ryan Zeender whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6790. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8am-5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alex Kalinowski can be reached on (571) 272-6771. The receptionist's 
phone number for the Technology center is (571 ) 272-3600. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 



F. Zeender 

Primary Examiner, A.U. 3627 
June 13, 2006 
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